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REMARKS 

I . Response to Restriction 

A. Provisional Election and Traversal 

Applicants hereby provisionally elect Group II, Claims 
15-19, this election being with traverse. 

It is submitted that 10-14 and 20 are properly 
considered with the claims of Group II because the 
relationship between what the Examiner has identified as 
different species. However it is submitted that there is a 
commonality of function between the claim groups. For example 
in either Claim 10 (of Group I) and Claim 15 (of Group II) 
the sensor array is arranged at a tilt angle a with respect to 
the optical path with the image is collected at various 
rotational angles while maintaining the tilt angle a . Thus it 
is submitted that the Office Action has not established 
sufficient basis for insisting upon the restriction and it is 
requested that the restriction be removed. 

B . Presentation of Generic Claim 

In the event the restriction is not removed, it is 
submitted that new Claim 3 0 is a generic claim and upon 
allowance of that claim, the restricted claims should be 
examined. MPEP § 806.04(d). 
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III . Conclusion 

Claims 10-20 are pending in the present application. New 
Claims 21-33 have been added by this Amendment. It is 
submitted that new Claims 21-33 are properly considered within 
Group I I . 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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